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VARIOUS READINGS IN THE NEW TESTAMENT. 
—g——— 
Recapitulation oj the Signs, from page 195. 

THE words immediately tollowing the figures, unless designated by a 
sizn, are the words in the text according to Griesbach. —r, received 
or common reading.— tspurious words in the common reading, 
rejected by Griesbach.—{ words probably to be omitted,—* words 
possibly to be omitted.— om. words omiited in some copies, which 

robably should not be omitted.— add. words aided in some copies, 
which should not be aided.— || words added with some authority, 
which probably should not be added.— §words standing on nearly 
equal authority with the common reading. —{| words not to be despis- 
ed, but yet the authority is insufficient.— r. §and r. § words rejected 
by Griesbach, which however have some authority, but not so good 
as those substituted in their room.—r. * words added by Griesbach, 


but upon the best authority. 


N. B. The words that follow either of the the above references, until 
you come to a dash — are to be understood according to the expla- 


nation of the reference. 


a ee 
Various Readings in the Acts of the Apostles. 


- Ch. I. v. 14 with one consent 
in prayer’— ‘j-and supplication. -— 
and Mary the mother of Jesus, 
and ‘with his brethren- '+ with- 
II. 7 and they were ‘all a 
mazed— '* all— 23 ‘ye have ta 
ken, and by wicked hands— ’t ye 
have taken, and— 80 + according 
to the flesh he would raise up 
Christ to sit on his throne— 
31 that ’ he was not left in hades-- 
’r. that his soul was not left in ha- 


des— 41 :then those who ‘gladly 
received— '{ gladly— 


IIL. 21 which God hath Spo- | 


ken by the mouth of his holy 


prophets ‘am aswvog since the 
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world began— '{ «7 aiwvos singe | 
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the world began— 22 now Moses 
said ‘to the fathers— ‘{ to the 
fathers— 7 

1V. 12 * neither is there sal- 
vation in any other— 27 ‘were 
gathered together in the city; 
to do— 'r. were gathered to- 
gether ; to do— 32 were of one 
heart, and one soul’—‘add. xas 
oux Hy OL an piTig ey “2UTOL$ ovdE~ 
pia. Aliiadd, xa: oux yy xwpic- 
(1G EP HUTSIG THG, 

V. 15 might overshadow some 
of them —’ add. xa: purlaciy are 
wurns “arbeveses, ug Erxev. Alt 
add. apeellassa nto yar apo pasers as- 
theneias, os eichen ekastos auton. 


V1. 8 ‘full of grace and pow- 
12. 


































é =z — 7 : - 
: - <A wont 
¥ ae oe ern poke 
Ss > Ses mag hoon 
=a PS aoe ~ 
; ~ reat + ae ae. 
Mie Smo s cone = a 


oi 
So 
5 es ee 





= ae 


eo 


> ye ge eee 

-- vi not 

= — ea 
x x3 


tee == om oe 
—— <4. 

‘ tne eS a 
OE Sette REE ga 


ah m 
‘ as et 


a ee pg — ae crm 


gone “one vows See yw 
at Sa a ae: 

— os to . 

ae oe oe 


TE La 


a at 
or RE SS 
eee") Sytem 


tx 





















































en ee ee 


Smee 




















te 
sity 
ae 
a A 
= oaeme = — Foe 
San —e- we 


is 


§ 


258 


er— ‘r. full of faith and power— 
13 ¢ blasphiemous— 

VIII, 10 this man is the 
‘power of God which is called 
gsreat— ‘r. great power of God-- 
24 that none of those things ye 
have spoken come upon me’— 
‘add. o¢ werAa nAaiay ov Ore At wr- 
avev-—-37 + And Philip said, ‘ If 
thou believest with all thy heart, 
thon mayest. And he answering 
said, § [I believe that Jesus 
Christ is the son of God,’ 

IX. 5 and 'the Lord said, ¢ I 
am Jesus whom thou perseeu- 
test” But rise up— ‘t the 
Lord— “+ It is hard for thee 
to kick agatst the goads.’ But 
he trembling and astonised said, 
‘ Lord what wilt thou have me 
todo ?? And the Lord said to 
him—17 the Lord, ‘even Jesus 
that appeared to thee— ’t even 
Jesus— 18 and he received his 
sight ’, and arose and was bap- 
tized— ‘+ forth with— 

X. 5 whose house is by the 
sea-side’— ‘the shall tell the 
what thou owghtest to do-- 
12 beasts of the earth, ‘and wild 
beasts, and creeping things— 
‘tand wild beasts—21 then Pe- 
ter went down to the men’-—- 
‘hwho were sent to him from 
Cornelius— 32 twho, when he 
is come, will talk with thee— 
48 to be baptized ‘in the name 
of the Lord-- “jin the name of 

Jesus Christ— 

XIII. 45 ‘contradicting and 
blaspheming— ‘* contradicting 
and— 

XV. 2 Paul and Barnabas 
had no small dissention ‘and dis- 
pute with them— ‘{and dispute 
17 ‘saith the Lord, who doth 
these things; known #2’ «aves 


from the beginning of the world; 


‘r. saith the Lord who doeth all 
these things, Known unto God 








Various Readings ia Acts. 


are all lis works ex’ e:dveg 
from the beginning of the world; 
24 [saying that ye must be cir- 
cumcised and keep the law—-- 
34 + to the apostles. + Notwith- 
standing, it pleased Silas to con- 
tinue there sti}l’’— "add. but 
Judas returned alone— 

XVII. 5 But the Jews’ took— 
‘+ who believed not, moved with 
envy--~ 18 *because he preached 
to them the glad tidings of Je- 
sus and the resurrection— 

X¥VILL. 3 *for by occupation 
they were tent makers— 5 Paul 
was ‘employed with them in the 
word-- ‘r. borne away by his spi- 
rit— 17 thenall’ the Greeks tools 
Sosthenes— ‘ithe Greeks—-- 
21 +I must by all means keep the 
approaching feast at Jerusalem; 
but— 26 and explained to him 
the doctrine ‘of God more exact- 
ly— ’t of God— 

XIX. 5 thatis, into ’ Jesus— 
‘tChrist— 10 heard the word of 
the Lord’, both Jews and gen- 
tiles— ‘+Jesus— 35 the great 
' Diana— ‘+ goddess— 


XX. 28 to feed the church of 
‘the Lord, which he hath pur- 
chased with his own bloed—~ 
‘yr. § God— Others: Lord and 
God— some: God and Lord— 
s. Lord Gocé— Others: Christ— 
s. Saviour— 


[The word “ God,” in the re- 
ceived text, is upon the authority 
of no manuscript of note or 
value, nor any version but the 
modern copies of the vulgate. 
The word * Lord” is supported 
by all the most ancient and valu- 
able manuscripts, whether of 
the Alexandrian or the Western 
edition, by the Coptic, Syriac, 
and other ancient versions, and 
by citations from the early ec- 
clesiastical writers. The ex- 
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pression the blood of God” is 
not quoted by the earliest eccle- 
siastical writers, and is rejected 
with horror by Athanasius, as 
an invention of the Arians. 

XXI. 8 and on the morrow 
we ‘departed— ‘+ that were of 
Paul’s company— 25 we have 
already written and determined, 
‘that they observe no such thing; 
but tuat they only keep them- 
selves— ‘f that they observe no 
such thing ; but— 

XXIi. 9 tand were greatly 
afraid— 

XXII. 9 ¢ Let us net fight 
against God— 

XXIV. 6, 7, 8 t and wish to 
judge according to our law ; but 
the commander Lysias came 
upon us, and with great violence 
took him away out of our hands, 
having commanded his accusers 
to come to thee— 15 that there 
will be a resurrection ’ of the 
dead, both of— ‘t+ of the dead— 

XXVI. 30 ‘Then the king 
rose up— ‘r. And when he had 
thus spoken, the king rose up— 

XXVIII. 29 {And when he 
kad said these words the Jews 
departed, and had great dispu. 
ting among themselves— 

N. B. The various readings 
in the book of Acts, noticed by 
Griesbach, are about 750, some 
of which are pretty lengthy ; but 
we have thought proper to no- 
tice only 55; and even among 
these, which are the most es- 
sential, there are only one which 
can be considered very impor- 
tant in point of doctrine; viz. 
Ch. xx. 28; and in this, as has 
been already observed, “the 
word *¢ Lord’ is supported by 
all the most ancient and valua- 
ble manuscripts, whether of the 
Alexandrian or the Western edi- 
tion, by the Coptic, Syriac, and 


Various Readings in the Epistles. 
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other ancient versions, and by 
citations by the early ecclesias- 
tic writers.’ See improved 
Version, note. ] 


— eee 


ROMANS. 


Chap. I. v. 15 to preach the 
cospel to you also ‘that are in 
Rome— ‘om. that are in Rome— 
16 for I am not ashamed of the 
gospel’— 't of Christ— 31 {im- 
placable— 

Ul. 17 ‘But if thou art called 
a Jew— ‘r. Behold, thou art 
called &c.— 

LIL. 22 to all, ‘and upon all, 
who believe— ‘t and upon all,— 

V. we have access also ’ by 
faith into this favour— “* by 
faith— 12 and thus ‘death passr 
ed upon all men— '* death— 
17 the abounding of favour and 
‘of the gift of justification— 
* of the gift— 

VII. 2 through Jesus Christ’-- 
‘+ our Lord— 12 that ye should 
obey it’— ‘jin the lusts there- 
of— 25 ‘I thank God— 

‘§ Thanks be to God— Others: 
the favour (or grace) of God— 

VIII. 8 There is therefore 
‘now no condemnation to those 
that are in Christ Jesus’ — 
‘om. now— ‘+ who walk not af- 
ter the flesh, but after the spi. 
rit— 

X. 3 and seeking to establish 
their own’— ‘+ justification (or 
righteousness )— 

XI. 6 and if it be by favour, 
then it is no more throuth works: 
otherwise favour is no more fa- 
vour’— ‘¢ but if it be by works, 
then it is no more through fa- 
vour : otherwise work is no more 
work— 

XII. 17 provide things hon- 
estly in the sight ’ of all men— 
‘add. of God and— Some: not 
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only in the sight of God, but | 


also of all men— 

XII. 9 Thou shalt not steal, 
’'Thou shalt not covet— ‘+ Thou 
shalt not bear false witness— 

XIV. 25 * or is offended, or 
made weak— 

XY. 13 fill you with joy and 
peace ’in believing— ‘om. in be- 
lieving—- 24 whenever I 20 into 
Spain’ | trust to see you as I 
pass on— ‘t+ I will come to you; 
for— 

XVI. 20 om. The favour of 
our Lord Jesus Christ be with 
you— 21 add. and the church 
of Christ— 25, 26, 27 These 
three last verses are placed by 
Griesbach at the close of the 
14th chapter, on the authority 
of the Alexandrine and must of 
the ancient manuscripts. The 
poscripts to all the epistles are 
of not much authority: the re- 
ceived text adds here, ** The 
epistl: to the Romans was writ- 
ten from the Corinth, by Phebe 
a deaconess of the Church at 
Cenchrea.”? ‘The various read- 
ings in Romans noted by Gries- 
bach are about $30 ; but we have 
thought proper to notice only 25. 

1 Corinthians. 


Chap. V. 20 glorify therefore 
God with your bedy’— ‘} and 
with your spirit, which are 
God’s— 

VII. 5 have leisure for 
’ prayer— ‘t fasting and-- 17 ac- 
cording as ‘the Lord hath dis- 
tributed— ‘r. God hath distri- 
buted— 

TX. 10 ‘and he who thresheth 


oucht to thresh in hope of par- 
taking— ’ r. and he who thresh- 


eth in hope should be partaker 


of his hope— 20 to those that 
are under the law, as under the 
law, ‘not being myself under 
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the law— 'r. * not being myself 
under the law— 

X.19 W hat say I then? ‘that 
an idol is any tuing, or that 
what is offered to idols is any 
thing ?— ‘+t that an idle is any 
thipg, or—28 + for the earth j is 
the Lord’s and the fulness of it— 

XI. 24 brake t¢; and said,’ 
This is my body— ‘+ Take, 
eat— 29 eateth and drinketh 
‘unworthily, eateth and drink- 
eth judgment to himself— ‘yt un- 
worthily— 

XVI. 11 for I expect him 
‘with the brethren— ‘om. with 
the brethren 221f any man love 
not the Lord ‘Jesus Christ— 
't Jesus Christ— 

N. B. The various readings 
in this epistle noticed by Gries- 
bach are $00 or more; but we 
have noticed only 10, and even 
these (which appear to be the 
most important) are not very 
material. 

2 Corrinthians. 


The various readings in this 
epistle noticed by Griesbach, 
are about 150; but there are 
none which we think it expedi- 
ent to notice ; for nothing essen- 
tially different could be made 
out from them, either of a doc- 
trinal or practical nature, should 
any of them be supposed to be 
authentic. 


Galatians. 


Chap. TIL. v. 1 who hath be- 
witched you,’ before whose eyes 
&c.— "+ that ye should not obey 
the truth— 

IV. 7 and if a son, then an 
heir ‘of God through Christ— 
‘tof God through Christ— 
96 Jerusalem from above is the 
free-woman, ‘who is our mother 
'r. who is the mother of us all— 

VI. 15 in Christ Jesus ‘ net- 
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ther is circumcision any thing, 
nor uncircumcision ; but a new 
crection— ‘r. § nei her circum- 
cision availeth any thing X&c.— 

N. B. Out of about 100 vari- 
ous readings in this short epis- 
tle, the above are all winch we 
have thought it expedient to no- 
tice. 


Ephesians. 


Chap. I. v. 1 that are ‘at 
Ephesus— ‘om. at Ephesus— 

Ili. 14 to the Father ’ of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, of whom— 
‘tof our Lord Jesus Christ-— 
21 throughout all the genera- 
tions ’ tou asaves trav aiwvay of 
the age of ages— '* rov aw: wvog of 
the age— 

LV. 9 but that he ' descended-- 
+ first— 

V. 9 for the ‘fruit of light is 
in all goodness— 'r. fruit of the 
spirit ts in all goodness--— 
30 * we are of his bones— 

VI. the mystery ’ of the gos- 
pel— ’* of the gospel— 

N. B. Out of about 130 vari- 
ous readings in this epistle, the 
above are all that we have 
thought it necessary to notice. 


Philippians. 


Chap. III. v. 16 as far as we 
have reached, ‘let us walk there- 
in— ‘r. let us walk by the same 
rule, let us mind the same thing 

{V. 13 I can do all things 
‘through him who strengtheneth 
me— ‘r. through Christ who &c. 

N. B. Out of about 80 vari- 
ous readings there appears to be 
none more important than the 
above. : 

Colossians. 


Chap. I. v. 2 and peace from 
God our Father’— '} and from 


Various Readings in the Epistles. 








the Lord Jesus Christ— 14 by 
whom we have redemption ’ even 
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the forgivenness of sins 
‘+ through his blood— 

Il. 2 to the knowledge of the 
mystery of God;’ in which are 
hidden &c.— ‘+ the Father and 
of Christ— iL by putting off 
'the fleshly bedy— ‘sv. the body 
of the sins of the flesh— 

1V.18 om. The salutation by 
the hand of Paul— 

Of more than 100 various 
readings the above are the most 
important. 

1 Thessalonians. 

Chap. I. v, L Grace (or favour) 
be to you and peace ‘from God 
our Father, and the Lord Jesus 
Christ— '* from God our Father, 
and the Lord Jesus Christ— 

Out of upwards of 70 various 
readings, excepting the addition 
of the word, { Christ, in several 
places, there are no others worth 
inentioning. 

2 Thessalonians. 

Chap. II. v. 4 so that ’ he 
setteth in the temple of God— 
‘+as God— 8 whom the Lord 
‘Jesus shall consume—- ’r. * Je- 
sus— 

Of 40 various readings, the 
above are the principal. 

1 Timothy. 

Chap. I. v. 17 the only ’ God, 
be honour and glory— ‘+ wise— 

II. 7 | speak the truth, ’T 
speak not falsely— ’+ in Christ-- 

If. 3 not a striker;.’ but 
mild— ‘+ not given to filthy lu- 
cre— 

[V. 12 + in spirit— 

V. 4 for this ’is acceptable 
before God— ’+ good and— 

V. 5 { from such withdraw 
thyself— 

VI. {9 that they may lay hold 
on the ’ true life— 'r. eternal (or 
aionian) life— 

The whole number in this 
epistle is about 70. 










































































262 
2 Timothy. 


Chap. iv. v. 1 1 charge the 
‘before God, and before " Jesus 
Christ who will &c.— ‘} there- 
fore— "+ the Lord— 22 om. The 
Lord Jesus Christ be with thy 
spirit— * The grace (or favour) 
of God be with you’— ’+ Amen. 

Whole number about 50. 

Titus. 

Of $2 various readings found 
in this epistle, there are none 
which materially alter the sense. 

Philemon. 

20 refresh my bowels ‘in 
Christ— ‘7. in the Lord— 

25 + Amen —[This word at 
the end of the epistles, in almost 
every instance is either spurious, 
or at least very doubtful ] 

Whole number 16. 


(To be Continued.) 





For the P. U. Magazine, 


Mr. Editor,—Al\tho’ a regular 
educated Armenian, and on that 
account as diametrically opposed 
in principle, to the doctrine of 
universal happiness and salvation, 
as light is to darkness, notwith- 
standing, my prejudice did not 
get the better of a cool, delibe- 
rate, and reflecting judgment, I 
was determined to follow the po- 
pular voice, and give a hearing 
to the justly ingenious and cele- 
brated Mr. Ballou. The subject 
matter taken for discussion on 
that evening, was a portion of 
Revelation * above all others, 
when articulated ‘astonished ” 
me, that one of his profession 
would dare to handle.—I will 
confess that my feelings after the 





* The wicked shall be turned into Hell, 


me! _ nations that forget God. Psalm. 
x, ° 











Letter to the Editor. 


; annunciation of the text, was 


compassion for the speaker’s te- 
merity and presumption, I could 
not conjecture how in the name 
of common sense, he would be 
enabled te rescue himselffrom a 
labyrinth, which I concluded his 
own imprudence had plunged 
him into; the solemnity whicn the 
subject demanded was observed, 
by a profound silence and atten- 
tion, which have always charac- 
terised a Philadelphian audience, 

As the Reverend preacher 
progressed in.his elucidation, 
his elaborate disquisitions be- 
caine beyond conception lumi- 
nous; the interest this discourse 
excited, was of no ordinary na- 
ture; you need not be surprised 
when I candidly acknowledge 
that my faith in the system I 
was taught as orthodox began to 
prove ‘“‘like unto a foolish man, 
which built his house upon the 
sand ;” my mind after this be- 
came considerablyexercised upon 
the benevolent plan of salvation; 
I was sensibly convinced, that 
the doctrine maintained by Uni- 
versalists, appeared a more 
rational superstructure than the 
one I formerly had embraced. 
After this conviction, “‘ Berean” 
like, ‘‘ I searched the scriptures, 
to know if those things were so,” 
the more I read and contempla- 
ted, the stronger became my Con- 
victions ef the Universality of 
the plan of redemption. 

Some short time after this pe- 
riod, the Sermons of Mr. Ballou 
appeared in print, I obtained 
them, and I will own a greater 
treat my intellectual faculties 
never experienced, proofs after 
proof unfolded themselves with 
such perspicuity as clearly sa- 
tisfied my mind that the blas- 
phemous doctrine of the Calvim 
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‘istic system, should be consider- 
ed by the enlightened part of 
mankind, as an insult upon their 
understanding, since, I have 
read Ballon on the atonement, 
here again my mind became 
capacitated to respond with per- 
fect conincidence with the uni- 
versal author, with only one 
material, and what I conceive 
impertant exception, which I 
cannot under present impres- 
sions concede, or admit to be a 
deduction from prophecy or 
scripture, but deregatory to the 
character of our blessed creator 
and saviour God, ‘‘ who is 
blessed for ever.” Should Christ 
not prove to be the incarnate 
God, that is, very God, as well 
as very man, I shall be pleased 
to learn the exposition of certain 
passages of divine authority, 
which under my view of the sub- 
ject speak volumes in favour of the 
hypothesis, although from many 
passages of Revelation, taken in 
aliteral and natural point of view. 
a conclusion would be the result 


against the hypostasis, but as | 


‘all Seripture was given by in- 
spiration” are they not to be spi- 
ritually apostrophized. 

I wish to be understood as not 
offering my judgment as conciu- 
sive upon this controverted point, 
my object is to gain information, 
I will therefore, with the utmost 
deference cite passages from 
scripture, predicated upon the 
allegation that Christ is God, 
which I offer as questions fer an 
elucidation ; should the answers, 
in reply be such as will convince 
me of an error in my conception, 
uf the God-head, I will publickly 
acknowledge myself a convert to 
the creed adopted by the Uni- 
versalians, 

i purpose not to advance any 








text, that either Mr. Ballou, or 
yourself haveillustrated, butsuch 
passages as must remain unexpli- 
cable, unless applied to establish 
the divinity of Christ the Son of 
God. 1 shall commence within 
the decalogue, termed the moral 
law, this I presume you will ad- 
mit, has not heen abrogated. 

First. ** Vho.w shalt have no 
other Gods before me. Thou 
shalt not make unto thee any 
graven image, orany likeness of 
any thing that is in heaven above 
or that is in the earth beneath, 
or that is in the waters under 
the earth; Thou shalt not bow 
down thyself to them nor serve 
them; for I the Lord thy God 
am a jsalous God.” Ex. 20, 3, 
4, d. 

“ As IT live, saith the Lord, 
every knee shall bow to me, and 
every tongue shall confess to 
God.” Rom. 14, 11. 

Is it not further written, 
« Christ Jesus being in the form 
of God, thought it not robery to 
be equal to God,” and *¢ thatat the 
name of Jesus every knee should 
bow, of things in heaven and 
things on earth, and things under 
the earth. Psal. 2, 6, 10. 

Now agreeably to the above 
quotations, if Christ be not God, 
buta distinct personage, abstract- 
ly speaking, has not God the 
Father forbid Idolatry, and how 
comes it to pass, that this jeal- 
ous being permits, yea, com- 
mands that the same adoration 
shall be paid to the Son, as to 
the Father, for the expressions 
to worship Christ as Son, and 
God as Father, are the same, 
«every knee shall bow.” 

Should Christ be not God, does 
not paying adoration to him as 
Son, savour tke crime of idola- 
try, ‘‘ Wherefore mv dearly be- 
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loved flee from idolatry.’’ Cor. 
10, 14. 

Again, the evangelical prophet 
Isaiah, in a prophetic strain, 
speaks of the Son ina stile, in 
my humble opinion, easily under- 
stood. 

Hear him, ‘‘ For unto us a 
child is born, unt: ts a son is ¢i- 
ven, and his name shall be called 
Wonderful, Counseller, the 
Mighty God, the evertasting 
Father, the Prince of Peace.” 
Isa. 9, 6. And again, “ And 
Jesus came, and spake unto 
them, saying, all power is given 
me in heaven and in earth,” 


Matt. 28, 4%. 


“IT lay down my life, that T 
might take it again. No man 
taketh it from me, but L lay it 
down of myself. I have power 
to iay it down, and I have power 
to take it again.” 

Those last cited passages, be- 

yond doubt go to establish the 
émnipotency of Christ, a pero- 
gative of the “ Everlasting Fa- 
ther.’’ 
_ And further, Christ said, ‘ If 
Ihave told you earthly things, 
and ye believe not, how shall ye 
believe if I tell you of beavenly 
things ; “and no man has as- 
eended up to heaven, but he that 
came down from heaven, even the 
son of man which is in heaven.” 
John 3, 11, 12. 

And in addition to this. Jesus 
proclaimed to Nathaniel * an Is- 
raelite indeed.” Nathaniel was 
surprised that Jesus expressed 
a knowledge of him, but, Jesus 
answered and said unto him, 
before that Philip called thee, 
when thou wast under the fig-tree 
J saw thee. 


Now to confirm Christ's Omni- 
presency, which will not be de- 


Leiter to the Editér. 

















nied to be another perogative 
of the * mighty Gad” permit me 
to adduce the following promi- 
nent portions of Holy W rit. 
Jesus saith unto Thomas, “If 
ye bad known me, ye should 
have known my Father also : and 
from henceforth ye know him, 
and have seen him;” this decia- 
ration on the part of our Lord, 
excite: a wish in Philip’s mind 
to view the Father, Jesus at this 
juncture, it appears wes anxious 
to remuve every doubt that 
might possess their minds, rela- 
tive tu his being God the father; 
as well as Christ the Son, ad- 
dress’s them in the most capti- 
vating nanner, and with such an 
appeal to their sence of sight and 
apprehension of bis divinity, as 
to put a doubt upon the subject 
to rest forever, *‘ Jesus saith un- 
to him, have I been so long time 
with you, and yet hast thou not 
known me, Philip?” he that hath 
seen me, hath seen the Father; 
and how sayest thou then, shew 
us the Father. How to under- 
stand the asseveratton of our 
Lord in any other sense, than 
that he was agreeably to the de- 
ciaration of the prophet, the 
* Everlasting Father, and mighty 
God,’ I cannot fathom. His con- 
ception and mysterious ingarna- 
tion, suffering, death, resurrec- 
tien and ascention, I admit is 
beyond the comprehension of a 
finite being, we are taught to be- 
lieve that angels are ignorant of 
the mystery, and ‘ which things 
the angels desire to look into.” 
Many more passages could be 
cited in favour of Christ’s divi- 
nity and godhead, such as his be- 
ing the supreme judge, “as the 
father judgeth no man” and that 
no man can attain heaven only , 
through him, his subduing all 
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things unto himself, his putting 
all power and authority under 
his feet, and according to his 
own declaration, ‘‘ by him and 
for him,” and he has further de- 
clared himself ‘‘God over all 
blessed for ever more.” 

I will with much deference 
offer a simile by way of an il- 
lustration in which way the Tri- 
nity can be in some measure 
comprehended and which is cal- 
culated to satisfy the mind that 
the existence of three distinct 
component properties may com- 
bine in one character or being, 
and not be contrary to reason or 
common sense, namely, the ex- 
hibition of a lighted candle; al- 
though simple in itself still the 
similitude cannot be considered 
the less correct. The three dis- 
tinct properties which compose 
a candle lighted, are the wick, 
tallow and light.— Now separate 
either of the properties described 
from the cunnection, and you des- 
troy the similitude, their combi- 
nation, must remain and thus 
the simile will continue three 
distinct properties in a single ob- 
ject. And in order to apply the 
demonstration, permit me to ad- 
vance scripture phraseology in 
corroboration of my position. 

“‘ For there are three that 
hear record in heaven,the Father, 
the Word, (Christ) and the Holy 
Ghost: and these three are one.” 
John 5, 7. 

, In this single quotation, 1 an- 
ticipate an objection, to my ad- 
vancing this passage in aid of my 
construction, as commentators 
will not admit it as canonical, 
butan interpolation. Forthesake 
of argument, should I concede 
this point, will this interpolated 

selection lessen the force of my 
reasoning? 1 contend not, but 

VOL. 1. 
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adds additional weight to esta- 
blish the belief, that the ancients 
entertained a similar sentiment : 
for if this passage should be an 
interpolation, it is not of modern 
production, but has been handed 
down to us from time immemo- 
rial,* and that without abbrevia- 
tion, correction, or expunction, 
from that sacred record, conse- 
quently it has become a prece- 
dent, and the general accepta- 


the text in question. 


But to confirm this position, 
the next verse adds an exempli- 
fication to the preceeding, and 
simplifies the illustration. For 
this is termed by the apostle. 
‘“‘the witness of men,” a self- 
existing demonstration, as ap- 
plyed to the moving cause of 
mans existence, an inherent 
qualification, three distinct pro- 

ertiens in ore human being. 

‘“‘ And there are three that bear 
witness on earth, the spirit, and 
the water, and the blood: and 
these three agree in one.” 


This combination cannot be 
seperated, or the creature would 
cease to exist, the same as the 
simile of a candle lighted. 


cause of existence in man, | 
should be pleased to learn, why 
it cannot be applied as a consti. 
tuent, of man’s creator? ‘ God 
created man in his own image, 
in the image of God created he 


him.” Gen. i. 27. 

«“ And Jesus came, and spoke 
uuto them, saying, all power is 
given unto me in heaven & earth. 





f: This text is not found in any Greek ma- 
script of the New Testament, written ear- 








than the FIFTEENTH century, Ep. 
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tion, should be the admission of 


Now [ willask the following 
question. Ifa trinity is applica- 
ble and constitutes a moving 
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Go ye therefore and teach all 
nations, baptizing them in the 
name of the Father and of the 
Son and of the Holy Ghost. 

Teaching them to observe all 
things whatsoever I have com- 
manded you: and lo, I am with 
you always even unto the end o 


the world.” Matt. 28, 18, 19, 20. 


To conclude, does not the 
scripture’s above cited, amply 
prove Christ’s omnipotency. om- 
nipresence, omnisciency and 
prescience, which has always 
been contended to be solely the 
perogative of Almighty 
Should it not be understood 
when Christ spake of himself, 
as a distinct person, from his 
Father, that he alluded to his 
‘humanity, as the created sacri- 
fice, *“ and IE, if I be lifted up 
from the earth, will draw all 
men unto me.” Jo. 12, 32. 


And can we not apply the | 


same reasoning to his sufferings 
and death, that the hamanity 
suffered and expired, after the 
godhead had forsook him. That 
the scripture prophecy should 
be fullfilled. ‘My God my 
God why hast thou forsaken me.” 
“ For in him dwelleth alt the 
fulness of the godhead bodily.” 
FIAT JUSTITIA. 
REMARKS. 

Instead of feeling it our duty 
to make any reply to the forego- 
ing, we ought, perhaps, rather 
- to make an apology for its ad- 
mission; as it contains nothing 
on the Deity of Christ but what 
has been often advanced, and as 
often answered. In addition to 
what the editor has published in 
his sixth lecture, (which has 
never been answered) much was 
written on this subject in the 
first volume of the Christian 
Messenger, particularly on pa- 


God. | 


| tinue to be true. 
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ges 9, 21. 25, 36, 38, 43, 52, 59, 
OL, 71, 73, 75, 77, 79, SL, 82, 85, 
90, 95, 121, 122, 125; see also, 
vol. n. p. 99, LOL, LLL, 115, 119; 
see also, this Magazine, No.6. p> 
163—175; also, Ballou’s Ser- 
mons, note, p. 157. Let the 
reader examine what he will find 
in the above references, and we 
are perfectly willing to leave the 
matter to his own decision. Ed, 





REVIEW OF ** PRIMITIVE THE= 
OLOGY.’’ 


(Continued from Page 251.) 


Previous to entering upon 2 


} scrutiny of the body of this 


work, a few observations are 
necessary upon certain portions 


| of the preface, which commences 


thus. “ Zeal for conquest and 


| a crown is attended with bursts 
| of applause, but the man who 


dares earnestly to contend for 
the faith once delievered to the 


| saints, puts himself in jeopardy.” 


This is an assertion grounded 
in fact, has ever been true, and 
so long as there remains an op- 
poser of God’s grace it will con- 
But that this 
sentiment applies to our author’s 
experience, in this instance, we 
think impossible. ‘To what 
‘‘ jeopardy” is he liable in the 
christian world, who with a 
zeal and earnestness ever so 
great, contends for principles 
which are so popular as to have 
the assent of the great majority? 
What * jeopardy” does a man 
risk in contending for an end- 
less Hell? what “‘ jeopardy” has 
resulted in maintaining and sup- 
porting the everlasting empire, 


| the literal identity and omnipre- 


sence of a Devil? Among all the 
persecutions which professor has 
inflicted upon professor, who 


* 
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has ever heard, that contend- 
ing for sin to bean infinite evil, and 
worthy of infinite punishment,-— 
that Jesus died as a vicarious 
sacrifice, to appease the wrath 
and vengeance of his Father, has 
in any instance brought the indi- 
vidaal so contending into jeo- 
pardy. What record in our 
country, in which Mr. H. has 
always dwelt, can produce an 
instance in which this was ever 
the case, for advocating the doc- 
trine of the trinity ; a doctrine 
which was introduced by slow 
degrees, which progressed with 
much difficulty, and was not 
fully established in its present 
form till at the council of Con- 
stantinople during the fourth 
century ;—a doctrine whose de- 
fence even by its warmest friends, 
in that council, was not sustain- 
ed from the scriptures ! ! 

In fine, [ might thus query, 
concerning every distinguish- 
ing doctrine of Orthodoxy, not 
omitting that of John Calvin’s 
predestination, and the answer 
must be, that all notion of ** jeo- 
pardy”’ is perfectly ideal. Not- 
withstanding Mr. H. is explicit, 
«‘puts himself in jeopardy,” 
the assertion cannot be real in 
his own case, exgept when he 
wrote this Jeopardizing sen- 
tence, he felt a presentiment 
that some person might test his 
‘* primitive theology” with the 
light,--orfurthermore, unless he 
should think himself jeopardized 
by these criticisms; an event 
itis presumed he will be slow 
to acknowledge, though they 
were tenfold more weighty and 
pertinent. 

_Then, as I have admitted the 
Citation from his preface to be the 
fact, but have shewn it tobe inap- 
plicable to himself, propriety 
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renders it incumbent to indicate 
those instances in which it does 
apply,—in which “ jeopardy” is 
incurred by contending earnestly 
for the faith once delivered to 
the saints. It is applicable to 
him who has the temerity to op- 
pose those popular doctrines I 
have named, and by maintain- 
ing which in his “ primitive 
theology,” Mr. H. has possibly 
acquired a popularity not be- 
fore possessed. He will not 
deny, thatif one of his brethren 


should come to the knowledge of 


the truth, and discover ‘“ pri- 
mitive theology, to be, as it is, 
greatly tinctured with human 
tradition, and should disavow the 
existence of endless misery,— 
the identity and deifying pre- 
rogatives of a Devil, or any 
one of the doctrines before cited; 
or in short should boldly contend 
for the whole truth of Isaiah xlv. 
23, 24. “ | have sworn by my- 
self, the word is gone out of my 
mouth in righteousness, and 
shall not return, that unto me 
every knee shall bow, and every 
tongue shall swear, surely shall 
say, in the Lord have I righte- 
ousness and strength, to him 
shall come ; and all that are in- 
censed against him shall be 
ashamed. [I repeat, will it be 
denied that such an one would 
put himself in “ jeopardy!” It 
will not! If Mr. H. should at- 
tempt to indulge himself in so 
agreeable a reverie, as the con- 
trary of the above assertion ; 
his less liberally minded breth- 
ren’s vociferations of Heretic, 
Infidel, Universalist, &c. would 
soon arouse him, to assist in the 
prous work of excluding the 
apostate from church member- 
ship ;—refusing to do which, he 
might indeed jeopardize that 
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mutual fellowship,” which he as 
their pastor, tells his people they 
‘‘ have enjoyed for ten years.” 

The conclusion of the para- 
graph from which we last quoted 
reads, ** Many who profess to be 
ministers of the gospel, insinuate 
that the bible is but of secondary, 
if of any authority, that Jesus 
Christ is a mere creature, re. 
generation a fable, and human 
nature immaculate.” 

Now, we think this is using a 
latitude of expression quite too 
extensive. If Mr. H. knew 
these things to be actual facts, 
why not be more explicit? Why 
not identify character? We 
think from what we have seen 
of Mr. H’s. boldness of manner 
and expression, when he has an 
adversary to assail, that it wou'd 
be a great mistake, were we to 
attribute this indefinite and vague 
accusation. to that courtesy, 
which might controul the pen 
and restrain the tongue of men, 
whose charity is known to be 
more accommodating and flexi- 
ble. Language, like this, has fre- 
quently been used to uphold the 
orthodox system of faith, in lieu 
of arguments drawn from rea- 
son, and common sense, and 
from the divine testimony.— 
For instance! how often do we 
read in religious Tracts, Maga- 
zines, &C. THE AWFUL DEATH 
OF A UNIVERSALIST, OF UNI- 
TARIAN, Or of some one or more 
of those, who have disavowed the 
creeds of men. But, we find no 
clue given the enquirer, by which 
he can come at the identity of 


him, who is said thus to have | 


plunged suddenly and with des- 
peration into the torments of a 
burning hell. The story gene- 
rally reads ; ** at some distance 
from such a town, or place, a 
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Mr. presented an awful 
spectacle in his dying moments.” 
&c. Now, I apprehend it is not 
presuming too much to say, that 
if Mr. Holcombe were asked 
upon the peril of his (1 will 
not oath) but of his yea—he 
could not identify those “ many 
ministers of the gospel, who “he 
broadly declares” insinuate that 
the Bible is but of secondary, if 
of any authority, that Jesus 
Christ is a mere creature, re- 
generation a fable, and human 
nature immaculate.” This whole- 
sale method of criminating and 
misrepresenting the opinions of 
others, is so unjustifiable in it- 
self, that we must believe Mr. 
H. himself, upon proper deliber- 
ation will condemn, and retract 
it. 

Speaking of the different theo- 
ries, in which men speculate 
concerning salvation, Mr. H. 
observes, that, ‘“‘ what greatly 
adds to the popularity of this 
scheme,” (we presume the Armi- 
nian) is, ** that it affirms, that 
ability to save ourselves from all 
evil could not have been justly 
withheld from us.” “‘'This view 
of the case (he continues) Con- 
veys a most gratifying idea of 
our independence of sovereign 
and distinguishing grace.” The 
plain deduction then is, that 
Mr. H. means te contend, that 
it would have been just in God 
to have damned his rational off- 
spring to endless misery. This 
proposition we beg the permis- 
sion of examining—and in the 
first place, let it be asked, what 
does God’s holy law require of 
man, and what is the penalty 
attached to this law? The re- 
quisition, is love to our creator 
and fellow-men. We know that 


| the fact of an endless Hell ina 
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future world is said to be the 
penalty, but of this, the scripture 
affords no proof. 

The Baptist Confession of 
Faith cites the following scrip- 
tures in support of this popu- 
lar notion —Gen. ii 17. Rom. 
v. 20. and vi. 23. Eph. ii. 3. 

Will the position be contro- 
verted, that when any extraor- 
dinary matter demands our be- 
lief, the testimony to establish 
it, ought ever to be equally ex- 
traordinary? It cannot be con- 
troverted—W hat then is the cir- 
cumstance under consideration ! 
it is this ; that the penalty of sin 
or of want of love to God, is the 
endless torment of a burning 
hell? is this not an extraordinary 
matter? Nay of all others, is it not 
most extraordinary.—But is the 
testimony to prove it parallel to 
the supposed fact? Let the rea- 
der peruse the texts just named, 
or any others upon which the advo- 
cates of the Calvinistic confes- 
sion of faith, sustain this awful 
doctrine—and he will not find 
in any or all of them the name of 
an ‘‘ endless hell, endless wrath, 
or endless misery to one of the 
human race, nor even a fair im- 
plication of such consequences ! 

We ask, is it true, that the 
whole requirement of the law to- 
ward our Creator is to love him? 
It is! Weask if any are exempt- 
ed from this requisition? none ! 
Why does the parent wish his 
offspring to love him, (his parent?) 
is it not because the parent first 
loved him—-Why is there no par- 


ticular anxiety in mankind to | 


obtain the love of those towards 
whom they feel no affection? is 
it not because of the want of this 
affection.—If parents universally 
loved other than their own off- 


Spring, would they not desire 
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that love to be reciprocated, 
and would any thing satisfy in 
place of love? 

These queries involve their 
own answers ;—besides which let 
the following be submitted as 
auxiliary. Will the Creator suf- 
fer the requirements of his holy 
law ultimately to fail /— Will he, 
where love is demanded accept 
of any thing in the stead of love: 
Is there aught besides, that can 
fulfil his law ?—Does retaliation 
upon adisobedient child fulfil the 
law of parental love as well as 
the child’s obedience—If the re- 
ply be, as it must be, in the nega- 
tive, does it not at once do away 
the doctrine of endless misery, 
and if so, does it not show that jus- 
tice never required such a penal- 
ty to be inflicted upon the sin- 
ner: andif justice never required 
such a penalty, is not the conclu- 
sion unavoidable, that it would 
have been unjust to have inflict- 
ed this misery upon sinners ? 

But again ;— by the expression 
“from all evil” Mr. H. undoubt- 
edly means, the evil of endless 
misery This we gather from 
the language we are considering, 
as well as from what we have 
heard hundreds of time reiterated 
in his pulpit exhibitions—He 
contends, that it is just in God 
to punish men throughout the 
wasteless ages of eternity for the 
sins of this life ;—that a salva- 
tion from this indescribable state, 
could have been “justly with- 
held.” The reasons why we re- 
fuse our assent to this sentiment, 
are as follows—we cannot di- 
vine, how immaculate justice can 
be just in suffering the eternal 
continuance of injustice in any 
part of his dominions, for it is 
presumed sinners in a future hell 


will be unjust. Neither dees it ap- 
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pear how a being who claims 
from his creatures the most im- 
Hee obedience, can be just to 
uimself in permitting their never 
ending rebellion ! 

That these two things, viz. 
endless injustice and ceaseless re- 
bellion will be the consequences, 
if the doctrine of endless misery 
be true, cannot be denied by 
any one—unless the person so 
denying, shew that reconciliation 
to God will be effected among 
the damned in Hell; (and re- 
conciliation must be repentance, ) 
in which event, most surely all 
punishment must cease.  « 

Hence then, it appears as 
manifest as the beams of mid- 
day—that whenever we establish 
the fact, that a God of infinite 
love, could as such, ‘‘ justly with- 
hold” salvation from the world 
whom he loves, it is also proved, 
that he can justly continue in- 
justice and endless _ rebellion; 
without, at the same time oppos- 
ing the requirements of his own 
eternal law which, though heaven 
and earth pass away, cannot 
fail of ultimate fulfilment. 

In continuance of his observa- 
tions, respecting the different 
speculations of christians re- 
lative to salvation—Mr. H. re- 
marks. ‘“ But to merge at once 
all our difficulties, doubts and 
fears in a bottomless abyss a 
THIRD invention saith ‘‘ Broad is 
the way ibat leadeth unto life 
and many there be that find it,” 
or rather itis impossible to miss it: 
for though some some may have 
to tarry awhile on their pilgrim- 
age, in purgatory or a worse 
place, ALL will eventually entcr 
through an immeasurably wide 
gate into ultimate and eternal 
glory.” 

From this it is undenjable that 


WVheology,”—that a 
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Mr. H. believes that the way to 
that eternal, immortal, incorrupt- 
able and glorious state, which 
theGospel unfolds, is not “broad,” 
but narrow, that the blessings 
of salvation are consequently 
circumscribed and limited.— 

Before however, so disparaging 
a representation can be justified, 
Mr. H. must produce scripture 
testimony.—He must shew that 
the promise made to our first 
parents was not prophetic of 
the way of salvation,—that the 
unlimited promises made to 
Abraham, and which were re- 
newed to Isaac, had no refe- 
rence to Jesus or his salvation— 
That David did not personify 
the Messiah, and predict the 
Universal increase of his king- 
dom—that Isaiah xxxiii. 21, 24, 
ix. 6, 7. xlv. 22, 23, 24, has no 
allusion to the Redeemer,—that 
the words found in Matt. xx. 28, 
are untrue—that Jesus himself 
was mistaken when he declared 
“the bread that I will give, is 
my flesh, which I will give for 
the life of the worxp,” see John 
vi. 51--that the apostles were ig- 
norant of the purport of their 
own most emphatic declarations 
while they recorded such senti- 
ments as are to be found in Acts 
iii. 21. Rom. v. 20, 21, Eph. i. 
10. Phill. ii. 10, 11. Col. i, 19, 
20. Heb. ii. 9, 14. 1 John ii. 2. 
Rev. v. 13. 

Is it not truly astonishing 
that a professor of “ Primitive 
preacher 
who, than the most of his ortho- 
dox brethren, is more pertina- 
Cious in exposing the absurdity 
of salvation by works, should 
apply the passage in Matthew 
vii. 15, 14, as referring to a fu- 
ture state? Had he examined 
the context, and attempted to 





reconcile it with those scriptures, 
which beyond all doubt refer to 
a state of immortal blessedness; 
in despite of all his predilection 
toward his own system, he must 
have seen the total incompatibility 
of his explication. 

What he says about “ tarrying 
aWhile” in purgatory or a worse 
place,” may pass unnoticed, as a 
inost inappropriate, and harmless 
attempt, to satirize the Universal- 
ists of Philadelpha, and I might 
add of the United States, as they 
have no more fellowship for such 
absurdities, than the Rev. objec- 
tor himself.—But, that ‘all will 
eventually enter through an m- 
measurably wide gate into ulti- 
mate and eternal glory;”—they no 
more question, than they question, 
the immeasurable, the inexhaus- 
table, the unspeakable riches of 
him, to whom was given the 
heathen, and the uttermost parts 
of the earth for a possession, and 
to whom all power in heaven and 
earth was imparted, that he might 
grant eternal life to as many as the 
Father had given him--even to him 
who was “ the way, the truth and 
the life.” 

{ cannot dismiss this paragraph 
of the preface to “‘ Primitive The- 
ology,” without quoting Mr. 
H’s. inference from the proposi- 
tions just considered. It is this, 
** Hence no doubt, (that is from 
the prevalence of such doctrines) 
the general corruption in morals, & 
alarming profligacy in manners.” 

Is it then, Mr. H’s. sentiment, 
that this age is more produc- 
tive of licentiousness than ages 
preceeding? Does he mean to be 
understood, that those who adhere 
to the impossibility and incapa- 
bility of our Creator’s torturing his 
erring offspring for endless ages, 
without any object but vimdictive 
retaliation, and unmerciful cruelty, 
are by their faith, led to « corrup- 
tion in morals and alarming pro- 
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fligacy in manners?” If this be 
his intention, we have to infer that 
he believes those doctrines which 
proclaim the Deity, as having crea- 
ted men without any design to save 
them, (as must be confessed to be 
the case of Calvin’s non-elect) but to 
torture them in interminable an- 
guish, through the agency too, of a 
devil whose rebellion in Heaven, it 
would appear, was necessary to 
exalt him to the rank of an omni- 
potent destroyer of the human 
race. [say Mr. H. would represent 
these fundamentals of ‘‘ Primitive 
Theology,” as the begetters of ge- 
neral purity of morals, & the pa- 
rents of the most chaste & godlike 
manners. 

To prove the untenability of 
this opinion, we have only to 
refer to all the scandals; obsce- 
nities, superstitions, murders and 
persecutions which have prevailed 
more or less, ever since the man of 
sin was permitted to interlard the 
pure doctrines of infinite love and 
goodness, with his ‘ primitive” 
traditions. Nay, we need not ad- 
vert to periods so distant, we have 
only to take a restrospect over the 
face of the modern history of ortho- 
doxy, in order to find the same 
evils, though less effective in 
their operation, because restrained 
and discountenanced by the more 
liberal laws, of a more enlightened 
age. It isa fact beyond dispute 
that the terrific doctrines of the 
church, do not now, nor ever did 
counteract licentious propensities. 
I say, itis beyond dispute, because 
the records of our criminal police 
testify that 5-6ths of their misera- 
ble subjects have been educated to 
believe that endless misery was as 
certain to the transgressor, as the 
death of the body. 

But, by what right does Mr. H. 
or any other opposer criminate the 
system of Universal benevolence ? 
Does he believe the doctrine? Most 


{ certainly not! Can he certainly tell — 
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the effect any unforeseen provi- 
dence, or any new and untried 
principle in nature, would have 
upon his mental or animal system? 
No! and is it not the plain reason, 
because he is a stranger by experi- 
ence tu these supposed effects? 
So, neither can he tell the effect 
which those opinions, he unblush- 
ingly traduces, in the event of his be- 
lieving them, might have on his own 
‘‘morals and manners.” How then 
does he decide for the community ! 
Does he say he has aright to judge 
thus, because it is possible he may 
have known an immoral or profli- 
gate professor of Universalism ? 
Then we can without anyfurther ar- 
gument, most effectually invalidate 
the whole volume under review ; 
for we have also seen one, at least 
one immoral and profligate pro- 
fessor of ‘‘ primitive theology ?” 
Or if he enumerate mere than one, 
we can foilow bim even in geome- 
trical proportion. 


Is it boastful—is it superfluous? 
be it even so! The cant of our Pha- 
risaic opposers justifies it—then it 
is asked, are they not obliged to ad- 
mit, that in proportion to numbers, 
UWniversalists have been as good ci- 
tizens, as moral, useful and pious 
members of society; though (it may 
be, less ostentatious,) as have those, 
who assume to themselves, the 
keys of the kingdom, and the ex- 
clusive appellation of saints! Let 
the names of Franklin, of Rush, of 
Wistar, of Winchester, and of 
Murray, testify. 


But with one further remark, this 
number shall be concluded, and this 
remark is deemed to be peculiarly 
in point. Itis this, that our author 
in alate Sabbath morning’s sermon, 
from Job ix. 30, 31, while attempt- 
ing to shew the fallacy of goodworks 
in meriting salvation, declaimed 
nearly in these words :—* my hear- 
ers, were there a place in the do- 
Minions of the Creator, filled, as 
46 this earth with inhabitants, who 








had never heard a single intima- 
tion of God, of his law and its pe- 
nalty—would not those inhabi- 
tants be upright, for uprightness 
sake, be conscientious and honest 
in their dealings, for honesty’s own 
reward? Would they not be good 
parents, goods brothers, good sis- 
ters, good citizens, &c. because of 
the felicity naturally flowing from 
these moral obligations?” Yes,” 
said the speaker, “this would be the 
case most assuredly.” This is quo- 
ted not only as proof against Mr. 
H’s. accusation, but to shew, that 
when men, however acute may be 
their powers, or sincere their in- 
tentions, adopt a creed in open 
hostility with the doctrine of infi- 
nite goodness and mercy, they 
must of necessity, frequently set 
their own testimony at variance 
with itself. This is certain, 
because in proportion to their zeal, 
for their creed, will they attempt 
to bring it into countenance with 
the Bible and unbiassed judgment; 
in doing which, contradiction is 
unavoidable. BETA. 


To be Continued. 


For the P. U. Magazine. 


To the Rev. Abner Kneeland. 

Respected sir,—if I did not mis- 
understand you, in a late discourse 
from the words contained in the 
Epistle to the Romans, chapter 
sixth. and the fifteenth verse, in 
which, the question is asked, 
‘“ What then ? Shall we sin 
because we are not under the 
law, but under Grace ?” You 
maintained that the law from 
which the believer in Christ 1s 
free, and of which the apostle is 
here speaking, was the ceremonial 
law of the Jews, and not the moral 
law ; now, from this conclusion, on 
a caretul perusal of the whole epis- 
tle, | am inclined, entirely to dis- 


sent. ‘i 
That Christ, by his comipg into 














— 
5 


» PRD & 


~~ eee 1 DM mw & BD 


Address to the Editor. 


the world, his life and sufferings, 
fulfilled the ceremonial law, all of 
the parts of which pointed prophe- 
phetically to him, I readily admit, 
but, I, at the same time ami persua- 
ded that in the present epistle, 
and particularly in the passage 
adopted hy you as your text, on 
the occasion referred to, the apos 
tle is speaking of the moral law, or 
the law of works, with all its ac- 
quirements and denunciations, as 
revealed from amid the thunders of 
Sinai’s Mount, and that it is this 
law, that the sinner, in the sense 
of the apostle, is no longer under. 
If you will take the trouble of 
refering to the second chapter of 
this epistle, you will immediately 
discover the nature of the law al- 
luded to by the apostle, and that it 
is that law, which forbids idolatry, 
theft, murder, &c. and which 
worketh condemnation and wrath 
to every soul that walks not accord- 
ing to all its dictates, and not the 
mere ceremonial institutions. 
Indeed, I can perceive no force 
there would be in the apostles en- 
quiry, if he had reference only to 
to this latter, and not to the moral 
law. Were the Jewish ceremonies 
any barrier to sin? [ cannot per- 
ceive that they were! Did they 
forbid transgression in a moral 
point of view? I believe not! 
How then, could even the idea 
suggest itself that, because the 
believer in the Gospel was not 
bound to conform to the cere- 
monies instituted under Moses, 
that he was therefore in the 
least degree more liable to com- 
mit sin, than before the coming of 
Christ, when these ceremonies he 
looked up to as of divine appoint- 
ment? No, sir, I think when you 
candidly reconsider the subject, 
you will admit with me, that the 
law which the believer in the new 
covenant is no longer under, is the 
“moral law—the law of works—but, 
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which directs love to God and man, 
done away? This, does not by 
any means follow, on the contrary, 
the Scriptures expressly teach us, 
the Redeemer, did not come to do 
away the law, but to fulfill it, and 
further, 1 believe that were the 
moral law to be destroyed, before 
it is fulfilled in every part, the world 
could never be saved! For the 
law demands perfect holiness and 
righteousness on the part of all te 
whom it is given as a rule of. life, 
and until all comply with this re- 
quirement, all cannot be rendered 
perfectly happy, for, without holi- 
ness no one shall see the Lord, 
without righteousness no one can 
enter heaven. In what sense, 
then is the sinner not under the 
law, but under grace’? Previous- 
ly to answering this question, let 
us consider what it was to be under 
the haw, and what are its require- 
ments and denunciations ? 

The Law of God as revealed to 
mankind through Moses, demands 
full, perfect and continued obe- 
dience from all, without distinction. 
Its declarations are, ‘‘ cursed is 
every one who continueth not in all 
the things written in the law to de 
them, and, he that offendethin 
one point, is guilty of all”—All 
mankind, withont exception, have 
transgressed, and still do trans- 
gress the requirements of this law, 
and therefore the law denounces 
upon all, indignation and wrath 
tribulation and anguish, continual- 
ly, and the only means through 
which a single individual can es- 
cape this judgment, is, by yielding 
to the law, in future, that perfect 
conformity with which it can alone 
be satisfied, in a word, by dying 
to sin, and living unto righteous- 
ness. Man, however, unassisted 


_by the free, and sovereign grace of 


his Almighty Father, is incompe- 
tent to the task of yielding this 
perfect and constant obedience— 


ou will ask, is then the moral law, ‘| in consequence of the temptations 
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by which he is constantly sur- 
rounded and the progress of hu- 
man nature to be led into error, 
' gynan had become dead in trespasses 
and sin, and if left to himself with- 
out the interposition of God’s lov- 
ing mercy, would always remain 
s0-——the curse of the law for trans- 
. $ression, misery and death, must 
be executed, and if man had neyer 
Yeceived the revelation of God’s 
will and pleasure, through Christ 
Jesus, he could see no alternative, 
but that he would either remain 
the eternal tenant ef the grave, or, 
if again raised to life, and still un- 
der the law and not under grace, 
be eternally miserable. Although 
God never intended that man 
should always continue the sub- 
ject of sin, but from all eternity, 
devised the plan of redemption, 
by which he was to be brought to 
repentance and newness of life— 
by which the law was to be fulfil- 
led in his heart, and universal 
holiness and happiness reign 
throughout the universe, yet, the 
law, considered in itself, contains 
no provision for its own fulfilment, 
‘but, as long as man continues in sin 
it speaks nothing but vengeance to 
the transgressor of its commands. 
Until the coming of the Saviour, 
such was the state of man! He 
saw himself a sinner, and which 
ever way he turned his eyes he 
beheld the sword of the law sus- 
pended over his guilty head—and, 
although the ceremonial iustitu- 
tions to which he daily conform- 
ed, and the sure word of prophecy 
pointed already to the coming of 
one who was willing & able to save 
to the uttermost, yet, so opaque was 
the veil which ignorance and sin 
had drawn over his mental vision 
that he understood not the nature 
‘and character of the deliverer to 
which they all referred. » This, 


sir, I consider as being emphati-— 


cally under the law! But, when 








in God’s own time the sun of righ- | 
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teousness arose, and penetrated 
with his healing rays, the thick 
gloom of night by which the world 
was enveloped. As soon as the 
Gospel page was unfolded and 
the eternal truth of God shone 
forth, unshackling the fettered 
mind, dissipating the mists of ig- 
norance, and enlightening every 
recess of the human heart, all who 
did not wilfully shut their eyes to 
the evidences by which they were 
surrouded, read in the mission of 
the Saviour, the glorious plan by 
which, in the fullness of times, the 
law Is destined to be fulfilled, and 
the universe emancipated from 
the thraldom of sin. To contem- 
plate the period when the head of 
the serpent shall be crushed—the 
grave despoiled of its sting—death 
itself swallowed up in victory, and 
man, being clothed upon with his 
house from above, not made with 
hands eternal, in the heavens, shall 
die no more. Through faith, the 
sincere believer in the Gospel of 
Christ, is enabled even in this 
life, to anticipate, as it were, this 
glorious consummation, and this 
is what I consider the apostle to 
mean, by being under grace ! 
The law has undoubtedly tn fact, 
dominion over man as long as he 
liveth, or, in other words, as long 
as he is liable to commit sin, but, 
notwithstanding this, it may with 
propriety be said of the believer, 
who through faith in the Lord 
Jesus Christ sees even now, the 
law fulfilled in himself that he is 
no longer under the law. This is 

Scripture language—it is by faith 
only that even the believer is se- 

ved from sin, and not in fact, but 

he, through belief in the promise 

of God, having his eye fixed on 

the end, makes present the time 

when he shall be delievered from 

corruption, and in this sense he 

has already entered upon the 

kingdom of heaven; “ ourselves 


also, which have the first fruits of” 


éhe spirit, even we groan within 
ourselves, waiting for the adopt- 
tion, that is the redemption of our 
body, for, we are saved by hope ; 
for what a man seeth why doth he 
yet hope for it—but, if we hope for 
what we see not, we with patience 
wait for it.” Rom. viii. 23, 25.* 

To conclude, by being under the 
law, I understand being under 
the curse of the law, in conse- 
quence of transgression, without 
the light of the Gospel to point us 
to an all-suflicient Redeemer. By 
not being under the law, but UNDER 
GRACE, I understand being a be- 
liever in that Gospel of peace, by 
which life and immortality are 
brought to light, and having by 
_ faith, entered even now, into that 
inheritance, incorruptable and un- 
fading, which awaits us all after 
the resurrection. ves 

ss REPLY. 

I feel very grateful to my ano- 
nymous friend, for the candour 
and frankness which he has shown 
in his address, answering in a 
good degree to his motte in the 
inclesing paper ; ‘‘ magnus mihi 
animus est, accipientur quippe 
desidere effectus veritatem attin- 
gere, et non tantum provocationem 
disceptare ;”—at the same time I 
am not fully convinced of any ma- 
terial error in the discourse allu- 
ded to in the address. Although 
the epistle from which the text 
was taken, was addressed to the 
Romans ; yet it is very obvious, I 
- think, from the general tenor and 
style of the writing, that it was 
designed principally for the Jews 
at Rome; with a view, perhaps, 
among other things, to reconcile 
them to the introduction of the 
gentiles into the christian church. 
For there were Judaizing teachers 
among the gentiles, who were ve- 
ry clamorous, and contended that 





* « Faith, is the substance of things hoped 
- the evidence of things not seen,”? Heb. 
xi. 1, ‘ 
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unless the gentiles were circumei-~ 
sed, and kept the law, they could 
not be saved. That the apostlé 
had reference to something more 
than the mere ceremonial law in 
this epistle, when he spéaks so 
much of the law which worketh 
wrath, &c. I admit; but still it 
must be very obvious that no law 
can condemn a man, any longer 
than he is under it, though he 
should transgress it ever so much. 
If alaw condemns a man when hé 
isno longer under it, it must be 
on account of ignorance, in sup 
posing he is under the law which 
he has transgressed, when in fact 
he is not; for if he be not under 
the law, what power has the law 
to arraign the transgressor, or how 
can it produce condemnation? B 
am well aware that my correspon- 
dent is not alone in his construc- 
tion of this subject, so far front 
this, he has very learned authority 
to support him. But all the learn+ 
ing in the world will never be able 
to show how a law can condemn @ 
man for transgression after he 
ceases to be under it. Have the 
laws of England still power to con- 
demn us any further than we have 
adopted them, and made them our 
own? Certainly not. And what is 
the reason? It is this—we are no 
longer under them. Now what is 
this law which my correspondent 
says the believer in the new cove- 
nant is not under? Answer: “the 
moral law, the law of works.” And 


-yet he says, that, ‘all mankind, 


without exception, have trans- 
gressed, and still do transgress the 
requirements of this law, and 
therefore the law denounces upon 
all, indignation,” &c. Here it will 
be perceived that according to the 
construction of my correspondent 
the law denounces indignation &c. 
upon those that are not under the 
law, as well as those that are under 
it; because it ‘‘denownces upon ALL.” 
This is something that [ cannot 
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smderstand. That there are many 
good things in the piece which has 
been the subject of these remarks, 
dam very ready to admit; and 
that the sermon also had some 
excellencies, notwithstanding the 
supposed error it contained, I 
think will not be denied: but how 
a man can be bound tokeep alaw, 
er can be condemned by a law 
which has no dominion over him; 
or how a believer in the new co- 
venant can be considered any 
more exonerated from keeping the 
“‘moral law,” than an unbeliever, 
are circumstances which at pre- 
sent I am wholly unable to see.— 
Hence I conceive that all man- 
kind are as much under the moral 
law now as they ever were, and 
their being under grace makes 
them no less so; not that the keep- 
ing of the moral law procures im- 
mortality; it never did do that, 


even perfect obedience would not | 


do it, but that is a matter of pure 
grace, or favour; all that the keep- 
ing of the lawcan do, is to pro- 
cure peace to the willingly obedi- 


ent, and this-is his reward. 


Again. My correspondent says, 
“‘By being under the law, I under- 
etand being under the curse of the 
law in consequence of transgressi- 
on, without:the light of the gospel 
to point us to an all sufficient Re- 
deemer.” But does the believer 
find that the law has less power 
to condemn now than it had _ be- 
fore? It never could condemn on- 


ly on transgression; and if trans- | 


gressed, it will do the same now. 

If my correspondent means 
nothing more by being under the 
Jaw, than that we are not required 
to merit eternal life by the law of 
works, I perfectly agree with him; 
yea, I will go farther, and say, 
that in this sense we hever were 
ander the law; for the law never 
had any such requirement. But 
all that the moral law ever did re- 


quire, it requires still, and there- \ 
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fore I conceive that we aré as 
much under it now 4s ever. If 
therefore I had told my- hearers, 
that, believinz in Christ, the new 
covenant, as I trust that most of 


them do, they were no longer un- 


der the moral law, I think it 
would have been very difficult for 
me to have proved the proposition 
to their understandings; or if 
could, it would have been still 
more difficult for me to have shown 
that all the moral requirements 
were as much binding on them 
now as ever; and unless I could 
have done this, my opponents might 
have said, and that justly (what 
they are now too fond of saying) 
that my doctrine led to licentious- 
ness. But when [I told them that- 
they were not under the ceremo- 
nial law of Moses, every believer 
in Christ could realize its truth, 
whether it was a correct applica~ 
tion of the text or not, neither was 
it difficult for them to perceive 
how that this gives them no liber- 
ty to sin. But whether f was per- 
fectly correct as to the law or not, 
is not so material, since the main 
argument will not be denied, viz. 
our not being under'the law, what- 
ever construction may be put upon’ 
the term /aw, gives us no liberty 
to commit sin: though this argu- 
ment, E mustconfess, as it appears 
to me, would be much weakened,’ 
were we to consider the believer 
not under the “moral law.” 
Editor. 
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It willbe recollected that in 
our fourth number, page 75, wo 
replied to two letters addressed. 
to the Editor of this Magazine, 
signed “‘Hyram,” and published 
in the Christian Repository, No. 
2, September 1821. In Decem~- 
ber No. 3, of the Repository, 
the editor stated that the replies 
“to Hyram’s two letters” had 
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sot been received, (November | 


23rd) nor any number of “later 
date than Sept.” On which no- 
tice we sent a duplicate of our 
numbers for October and No- 
vember, which we noticed in our 
number for January, page 191. 
But we are informed that it was 
received too late for the inserti- 
onof the replies in the fourth 
number of the Repository; viz. 
for March 1822, which contains 
a reply tothesame. We regret 
this circumstance, as the pabli- 
cation of our replies, inthat work, 
would have prevented the neces- 
sity of but very little, if any thing 
further by way of reply : and pre- 
suming that the editor will do 
us the justice to insert our for- 
mer reply, with this, in his next 
number, we shall make but very 
few remarks on what Hyram bas 
seen fit to say in reply to what 
he is pleased to calla “‘ Review” 
of his letters. When any writer 
who is unknown, addresses an 
individual who is known, either 
by way of an attack, or reply, 
he ought to be willing to consi- 
der all that his opponent says, 
and be careful to understand 
what is written, so as not to mis- 
represent his meaning. This good 
and wholesome rule, we con- 
ceive, Hyram has not been care- 
ful to observe; and although, he 
may sensibly feel the force of 
these remarks, he is safe behind 
the scene, as the public cannot 
know to whom they apply. 
Hyram seems to be not aware 
that the burden of proof lays on 
his part. It is contrary to all 
rule or practice in polemic wri- 
ting, to call upon any one to 
prove a negative. He has set 
up the doctrine of future pun- 
ishment ; it belongs to him, 
therefore, to prove it true, and 
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not to his oppenent to prove it 
alse. But if any thing like 
roof is to be demanded from us, 
what does he expect but the si- 
lence of the law of God on the 
subject. This he calls “ bold 
assertion ;” or else, “ humbly 
begging the question in dispute.” 
If the assertion be bold, why did 
he not show something from the 
law of God which proves it false? 
We repeat that the assertion is 
no more bold than true. The 
law of God, as given to Adam, 
and explained by himself in the 
trial and condemnation, not only 
of Adam, butalso of Cain, is total- 
ly silent in regard to future pun- 
ishment. ‘The law of God as ex- 
plained in the destruction of the 
antedeluvians, also in the de- 
struction of the Sodomites, is to- 
tally silent in regard to future 
punishment. ‘The law of God 
as given 
Moses, in all the denunciations 
pronounced upon the Jews, is 
totally silent in regard to future 
punishment. ‘To assert these 
things therefore, is by no means 
begging the question in dispute ; 
and we call on Hyraim to point 
his finger to ihe clause in the 
law which states to the contrary. 
A criminal is arraigned at fhe 
bar of justice, his accusers con- 
tend that he ought to be put to 
death; the criminal, although he 
pleads guilty of the crime, con- 
tends that the law does not de- 
mand his life for such an offence : 
Now unless his accusers could 
show to the contrary, would. not 
this be sufficient? would the court 
allow hig accusers to say that 
this was humbly begging the 
question, and that the criminal 
must prove that he ought not to 
die? No, this could not be al- 
lored, 
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and explained by 


However guilty the cri- 
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mital might be, the court would 
aquit him from such punishment 
unless his accusers could find a 
law demanding the death of the 
criminal. Until such a law, 
therefore, can be found, it is 
sufficient for us to deny the exis- 
tence of a law which requires 
punishment ina future world for 
crimes committed in this. For 
this is the subject in debate, and 
this only. 

Because we said, ** The mo- 
ment it is out of the power of 
man to commit crimes, that 
moment punishment is no long- 
er useful to him, and of course 
no longer just,”” Hyram replies. 
‘* Here again our reviewer as- 
sumes the point at issue, which 
is not considered manly rea- 
soning. His declaration is 
founded upon the supposition 
that the only design or utility of 
punishment is to prevent the 
commission of crimes. But 
this is by no means granted, and 
it ought not to be assumed by 
our opponent without proof.— 
We believe that punishment is 
a means in the divine hand for 
preparing the mind for the en- 
joyment of happiness, as well 
as for the prevention of crime. 
A man confined in prison may 
have no power to commit sin but 
still his disposition may be cor- 
rupt, & punishment may be ne- 
cessary to qualify his mind for 
the enjoyment of happiness.” 
Now what has Hyram brought to 
oppose what he suggests, has 
been so unmanly assumed. Why, 
“We believe &c.” as stated above. 
If the punishment for which 
Hyram contends is only a sup- 
posed suffering which ‘may be 
necessay to qualify the mind 
for the enjoyment of happiness.” 
we feel no disposition to oppose 








the idea of such suffering, 
though we see no evidence in its 
favour: such suffering may be 
‘necessary’ for aught we know 
to the contrary ; but admitting 
that it should be, we should by 
no means consider it in the 
light of punishment. Teeth are 
very useful and “necessary,” 
yet they are never produced 
without much pain and suffer- 
ing; but who in his senses ever 
considered such pain in the light 
of punishment? None, it is be- 
lieved, excepting those who be- 
lieve in a pro-existing state, and 
that we are punished here for 
sins which were committed there. 

If Hyram really understood 
us to mean that his *‘ views can~ 
not be admitted, because they 
oppose the ‘learned Dr. Price 
and the equally learned Dr. 
Priestley !'!’ *” we canonly pity 
his want of discernment. What 
was written on that subject will 
be found in our Magazine for 
October, No. 3, p. 77. It was 
in reply to an assertion of Hy- 
ram, which is there stated, and 
nothing more was meant by it 
than modestly to suggest to him 
the impropriety of charging any 
one of ‘taking unwarranted 
latitude in explaining the sacred 
testimony,” without pointing 
out explicitly where such lati- 
tude had been taken. Neither 
do we feel ourselves bound to 
subscribe to all the opinions of 
these learned doctors, merely 
because we consider them cor- 
rect in some things, or because 
we would not accuse them of 
‘‘taking unwarranted latitude 
in explaining the sacred testi- 
mony.” 

We have already admitted 
that God is able to destroy, that 
is, annihilate, both soul and 
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body in Gehenna, but all this 
does not prove a punishment 
after death ; because that idea 
supposes that the soul is not de- 
stroyed with the body. When 
Hyram can show that the cast- 
ing into Gehenna, by him who 
had power thus to do, “ after he 
had killed the body,’ means 
any thing more than the expos- 
ing of the carcases that were 
refused the rites of sepulchre in 
the valtey of Hinnom ;* as men- 
tioned in Isaiah, Ixvi. 24, then 
there will be something to an- 
swer: but, for the present, if 
he bas advanced any argument 
in favour of his views more 
than what is predicated on the 
erroneous construction given to 
the word yesvye rendered Aellin 
the text under consideration, it 
is entirely out of our sight, and 
therefore we cannot reply to it. 

The further criticisms of Hy- 
ram are left to have their full 





*It may be asked here, Who had this 
power ? Answer. The executioners ofthe 
law, who are “ ministers of God, to be a 
terror to evil doers.” he power there- 
fore, is the power of God. The compari- 
son is made between those who may suffer 
death wrongfully, by the hand of the mur- 
derer or assassin, and those who suffer 
death as criminals, and whose careases were 
refused burial, under the due sentence of 
law, that they might be “‘ an abhorring unto 
ali flesh.” This is the idea as expressed by 
Luke. There is not the least intimation 
that the body only was killed by him who 
has power to cast into hell; and that the 
soul, without being killed, and without the 
body, was cast into HELL; but after he hath 
killed, hath power to cast into Gehenna. 
Cast what ? That which is killed, of course ; 
henee, being cast into Gehenna, (for this is 
the hell spoken of) after death, is no run- 
iSHMENT AFTER DEATH ; but the FEAR previ- 
ous to death, of having one’s carease thus 
shamefully exposed, for crimes committed, 
is, after all, the punishment, and, [save that 
of death] all the punishment alluded to in 
the passage. In Mat. x. 28, both soul and 
body are connected in the destruction. and 
therefore the maintaining of this was no 
“mistake,” as Hyram supposes. We ad- 
mit that God is able to destroy that which he 
hath created; but, having so destroyed: it 
he cannot punish it afterwards, ? 











weight with the readers of the 
Christian Repository. We have 
neither room nor inclination to 
make any remarks upon them: 
and as our remarks have been 
principally designed for the 
benefit of Hyram, and others 
who probably has read his writ- 
ings, we have referred him to 
other writings to which we sup- 
posed both he and they have ac- 
cess, but which our readers, 
generally speaking, have not; 
namely, the (Boston) Universal- 
ist Magazine. This is our apo- 
logy, if it require one, for not 
noticing all his observations. It 
is very possible, that he has 
made the matter clear and con- 
clusive to his own mind, and 
also to the understanding of 
many of his readers: but un- 
derstanding these things very 
differently, hisobservations have 
not the weight with us which 
perhaps, they otherwise might 
have had. We mean nothing 
disrespectful by what we have 
written, for having been in the 
same belief, and preached the 
doctrine for several years, we 
know how to feel for those in 


‘this situation, and can cordially 


extend the hand of charity to- 
wards them. 

What we require of Hyram, 
is, either to point out the law 
that requires punishment in ano- 
ther world for crimes committed 
here—or else acknowledge that 
no such Jaw has been made 
known to man. Or, secondly, 
point out the testimony which 
says that such shall be the facé, 
although no law has been re- 
vealed that requires such pun- 
ishment, or clse acknowledge 
that there is no such testimony. 
And unless the **law and the 
testimony” can be pointed eut, 
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we shall consider it as a tacit 
acknowledgement that there is 
no such law, no such testimony ; 
and therefore, whatever may be 
his conclusions, we consider 
them nothing more than mere 
hypothesis, built on hypothesis ; 
which may be perfectly inno- 
cent, yet, as we can sce no pos- 
sible good resulting from such 
a belief, so we see no harm it 
can do, excepting the torment- 
ing pain there is in believing. 
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{it will be recollected that in our sixth 
number, page 201, we published a piece 
signed “ ‘[’.’’ on fature punishment, which 
contained strictures on some sentiments 
advanced by Mr. B. The piece was 
published in the [Boston] Universalist 
Magazine, of March 16th, to which is 
annexed the folowing reply from Mr. 
Ballou =} 


Mr. Editor—Observing in 
the 7th No. of the ¢ Philadelphia 
Oniversalist Magazine,’ some 
animadversions, relative to sen- 
timents, which the writer sup- 
poses I hold and preach; and 
particularly on what I have 
written on Rom. vi. 7, which 
was published in the 6th No. of 
the Philadelphia Magazine. I 
think it not inconsistent with 
my duty to give a few observa- 
tions in reply. 

The writer gives us to under- 
stand, that he believes ina state 
of punishment after the resur- 
rection ; and that because he 
understands that I disallow this 
idca, he supposes that I contra- 
dict the divine testimony. ‘Thus 
the difference in our views 1s 
clearly defined, and we shall 
easily nnderstand each other, 
and shall also be easily under- 
stood. : 

I will first remark on what 
‘F. says respecting Rom. vi. 7. 
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The following are his words :—~ 
**As I had heard that Mr. B. 
thought that there would be no 
such state as that of future suf- 
fering for those who lived and 
died wicked, and did not repent, 
1 was led by the above para- 
graph (referring to my note on 
Rom, vi. 7.) to conclude that he 
considered the death spoken of 
in Kom. vi. 7, to mean the ex- 
tinction of animal life; when 
the body returns to the dust; 
and it scems strange to me that 
any man of common sense who 
could read that chapter with at- 
tention, should put that con- 
struction on the word dead, as 
there used.”” T. then adds what 
he thinks the word dead means, 
and says, * To me it appears to 
denote the effect of what (verse 
6) Paul styles our o]d man be- 
ing crucified with Christ, that 
the body of sin might be de- 
stroyed, that henceforth we 
should not serve sin; and the 
grounds on which he exhorts 
the Romans to reckon them- 
selves to be dead indeed unto 
sin, but alive unto God, through 
Jesus Christ, our Lord.” Re- 
piy: If the whole of the apos- 
tle’s statements and arguments, 
in this place, are founded on the 
literal death of Jesus Christ, 
then must it be granted, that the 
word dead in the 9th verse, 
means the extinction of animal 
life. That we may ascertain 
this, let us carefuily examine 
the context. In the first verse 
the apostle states the following 
question: ‘ What shall we say 
then? Shall we continue in sin 


that grace may abound?” He 


then answersin verse 2d, “‘ God 
forbid. How shall we that are 


dead to sin live any longer 
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therein?” Here comes in an 
important question, viz. how 
does the apostle show, that he 
and his believing brethren were 
dead to sin? See the next 
words: ‘ Know ye not, that so 
many of us as were baptized 
into Jesus Christ weie baptized 
into his death?” What does the 
worl death mean here? ft have 
no doubt that Mr. T. wiil allow, 
that the word death here means 
the exiinction ef animal life. 
The apostle is speaking of the 
death of Jesus Christ; and l 
think no one will doubt that his 
death was tie extinction of ani- 
mal hfe. Let us read the apos 

tle’s conclusion. See verse 4th, 
‘* Therefore we are buried with 
him by baptism into death.” I 
ask again here, what death! 
The answer continues; the ex- 
tinction of animal life. See 
the text again; ‘That like as 
Christ was raised up from the 
dead by the glory of the Father, 
even so we also should walk in 
newness of life.” I ask again, 
what does the word dead mean 
in this last quotation ? The an- 
swer stitl continues, the extinc- 
tion of animal life. We now 
come to verse 5th, in which the 
apostle continues his arguments 
as follows: “For if we have 
been planted together in the 
likeness of his death, we shall 
be also in the likeness of his 
resurrection.” Whose death 
does the apostle here speak of ! 
Answer. The death of Christ. 
What death of Christ! Answer. 
The extinction of his animal 
life. Verse 6th, “Knowing this, 
that our old man is crucified 
with him.” How was Christ 
crucified? Answer. He was 
literally put to death. See the 
text again ; “that the body of 
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sin might be destroyed.” What 
body of sin’ Answer. That 
body which in death suffers the 
extinction of animal life. “That 
henceforth we should not serve 
gin.’ That is, that we should 
not now be the servants of that 
body of flesh and blood, which 
is represented as destroyed, by 
the death and resurrection of 
Christ. Verse 7th, ‘‘ For he 
that is dead is freed from sin.’ 
It seems to be evident, beyond 
all dispute, that the word dead 
here means what the same word 
in the whole of the context 
means, viz. the extinction of 
animal life. The fact is, the 
apostle in the 7th verse express- 
es the grand maxim, on which 
his whole argument rested, viz. 
that whoever was literally dead, 
was of course freed from sin, 
And for this very good reason, 
the body of sin being destroyed, 
sin could no longer exist. If 
gin exists after the body is de- 
stroyed, then I acknowledge 
that I see not the least sense 
in all the apostle has here said. 

In verses 8th, 9th, 10th, and 
11th, the words dead, death, and 
died, are used in the same sense 
as above, and, as | humbly con- 
ceive in no other sense. 

After having been thus par- 
ticular, [ will ask Mr. T. to 
make a fair trial with the text in 
question, by taking it in the con- 
nexion in which it stands; and 
leaving out of the question en- 
tirely, the idea of the extinction 
of animal life, from the meaning 
of the words death, dead, died, 
and see if he can make good 
sense of the apostle’s argument. 
In the mean time I wish him to 
know, that [ agree entirely with 
him, as it respects the object of 
the apostle’s argument, under 
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consideration. It evidently ap- 
pears to have been the design of 
St. Paul, first, to set forth the 
great and important doctrine of 
the entire end of sin and con- 
demnation, as is plainly ex- 
pressed in the preceding chap- 
ter, particularly in the following 
words, ‘‘ Therefore, as by the 
offence of one judgment came 
upon all men to condemnation ; 
even so by the righteousness of 
one, the free gift came upon all 
men unto justification ef life. 
Moreover, the law entered that 
the offence might abound : but 
where sin abounded, grace did 
much more abound : that as sin 
hath reigned unto death, even so 
might grace reign through righ- 
teousness unto eternal life, by 
Jesus Christ our Lord.” Here 
note; “ Sin hath reigned unto 
This affords the con- 
clusion, that it reigns no further. 
And this agrees with verse LOth, 
in the Gth chapter, For in that 
he died, he died unto sin once . 
but in that he liveth, he liveth 
unto God.” The author now 
anticipates the opposer’s objec- 
tion ; that if this doctrine be al- 
lowed, we may continue in sin. 
To this objection he replies, as 
has been quoted ; ‘‘ God forbid. 
How shall we that are dead to 
sin live any longer therein?” That 
is ; how shall we, who believe in 
Jesus, who has manifested the 
end of sin and condemnation, by 
his death and resurrection, now 
continue in sin? The faith in 
which we rejoice, in which we 
reckon ourselves to be dead in- 
deed unto sin, but alive unto God 
through Jesus Christ our Lord, 
must naturally subdue sin in us, 
that it shall not re¢gn in our mor- 
tal bodies, that we should obey 
it in its lusts, This is the privi- 
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lege which faith gives the be- 
liever in Christ, even a victory 
over sin in the present tense. 
And it is to the enjoyment of this 
high privilege, that the apostle 
endeavors to invite his brethren, 
by means of his argumeuts now 
under consideration. And I fur- 
ther agree with Mr. T. that the 
apostle alludes to these spiritual 
privileges in Eph. ii. 5. 

Taking my leave, for the pre- 


| sent, of Rom. vi. 7, 1, pass to no- 


tice some more of Mr. T’s re- 
remarks, He asks, with very 
great seeming confidence, whe- 
ther any christian dare assert, 
that one who dies in the very 
act of a most heinous crime is 
freed or justified from sin by his 
death? ‘To this question, I think, 
he replies in the affirmative, as 
follows ; “ As it is the case, that 
in the present course of events 
all men die, they become indeed 
inaccessable of either sin or 
righteousness till the resurrec- 
tion”? And then he asks this 
very singular question; “ But 
does this altar their moral state ?” 
This question, I think, is very 
singular. In the present state, 
all will allow, that men may be 
active in sin or in righteousness, 
This Mr. T. will acknowledge, 
He says, that after death, until 
the resurrection, men are inac- 
cessible of either sin or righteous- 
ness. Surely then their moral 
state is vastly different from 
what itis in this mortal life. If 
a man be inaccessable of sin, he 
must be innocent, at least; and 
if a man be inacessable of righ- 
teousness, he cannot be a subject 
ofa morallaw. It is plain then 
that this place must be “ free 
from sin,’’ for there is no sin In 
it. ' 
Having thus answered his 














most daring question with his 
own words; [ will proceed to 
suggest a reply to the same ques- 
tion according as I think divine 
truth will fully justify. As sin 
had its origin in flesh and blood, 


and is the natural offspring of 


these lusts, by which men are 
tempted ; and as no intimation 
is given in the scriptares, that 
sin ever was or ever will be com- 
mitted out of flesh and blood ; 
and as we have seen, that St. 
Paul’s meaning in Rom. vi. 7, 
is, that he that is dead literally 
is freed from sin, we venture to 
hope that sin will never exist 
after the present mortal state 
shall close. But we donot assert, 
we only say, thus it appears to 
us, 
if Mr. T. will compare John 
y. 28, 29, with Daniel xii. 1, 2; 
and connect with both Mat. xxiv. 
21, and context, it is believed 
that he may learn that he has ap- 
plied the first passage wrongly, 
in the use he has made of it. 
The use he has made of Rom, 
il. 16, seems as strange, to me, 


as it did to him, that a man of 


common sense should reason as I 
did. He quotes this passage as 
applicable to a judgment after 
the resurruction. We will ex- 
amine the text and the use he 
makes of it. He connects with 
verses 16, verse 6 to 12. See 
verse 12, “ For as many as 
have sinned without law, shall 
also perish without law; and as 
many as have sinned in the law, 
Shall be judged by the law.” 

W hat intervenes between the 
12th and 16th, is a parenthesis. 
Read the 12th with the 16, * in 
the day when God shall judge 
the secrets of men by Jesus 
Christ, according to my gos- 
pel.” What use does Mr. T, 
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make of this judgment? An- 
swer ; to condemn to punish- 
ment, after the resurrection, all 
who have sinned without law and 
all who have sinned in the law. 
See chapter iii. verses 23, 24, 
“For all have sinned and come 
short of the glory of God ; being 
justified freely by his grace, 
through the redemption that is 
in Christ Jesus.”. By Mr. T's 
rule, he condemns all men after 
the resurrection. By St. Paul’s 
rule, he justifies all men, freely 
by God’s grace. When was 
Paul judged? Answer ; when 
the commandment came, when 
sin revived and he died. When 
were the secrets of Paul judged? 
Answer; when he was brought 
before the judgment-seat of 
Christ, as he journied to Damas- 
cus. Whoever will read Ro- 
mans 2, 3, 4, 5, &c. with any 
reasonable attention will learn 
that it was the design of the au- 
thor to represent all men, both 
Jews and Gentiles in one condi- 
tion of sin and condemnation, in 
the earthly Adam; and likewise 
in one Condition of justification 
in Jesus, who was delivered for 
our offences and was raised again 
for our justification. 

I deem it not necessary to ex- 
tend this reply to Mr. T. to the 
length it would require, if I no- 
ticed all his particulars; how- 
ever, there is one subject more 
which I am unwilling should 
pass unnoticed. He says: “I 
aim not surprised at the thou- 
sands who flucked to hear Mr. 
Ballou. Many, no doubt from 
curiosity, and others from va- 
rious motives ; but many will go 
to hear him or any other man 
who will preach that there will 
be no sufferings in a future state 
on account of sin, There are 
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many thousands in the world 
who would be glad to find that 
doctrine established as truth. It 
would save them many a pang 
of terror ; which I beleve impos- 
sible to be done on christian 
principles; for christians will 
still highly regard the testimon 

of divine revelation.” Although 
I know nothing of the man to 
whom I now reply, only as I 
must judge by his fruzt which he 
has placed before me, I must 
say that there are strong indica- 
tions of the leaven of the Phari- 
sees. If he did not think that 
he was a more holy man than the 
thousands of his fellow citizens, 
of whom he speaks, in room of 
talking as he does, in the third 
_ person, he would speak in the 
first person, and say; it would 
save me ‘‘ many a pang.” But 
it seems, that in room of being 
saved from one pang, by the idea 
that punishment will not extend 
in a future world, the very 
thought administers pain to his 
feelings. His language sounds 
much more like, ‘“‘ God, I thank 
thee that I am not like other 
men,” What sort of characters 
must those be, who feel to re- 
joice in the sentiment, that the 
next state of existence will be 
free from sin, and free from pun- 
ishment? Will Mr. T. pretend 
that those who are in love with 
sin can be gratitied in believing, 
that they will sin but a few mo- 
ments longer? Does he 
lieve that those who hate their 
neighbors and curse them in 
their liearts are those who felici- 
tate tuemselves in the sentiment, 
that in a few moments they will 
s:e these neighbours in the en- 
joyment of inexpressible bappi- 
ness? Does Mr. T. believe 
that it is the man, who would 


be- 
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embrue his hands in the blood 
of a brother, that rejoices to 
think that he shall see this bro- 
in perfect peace? Will our 
brother 'T. inform us, that he be- 
lieves that all the bloody perse- 
cutors, who have wickedly tor- 
mented and burned their breth- 
ren at the stake for heresy, 
would have been saved ‘ many 
a pang’ could they have believ- 
ed that the subjects of their mad 
fury were to suffer no punish- 
ment in the future state? Is it 
really the spirit of wickedness 
that takes pleasure in believ- 
ing that all sin and wickedness 
will soon come to an end? 

Mr. 'Y’s insinuation, that the 
thousands, who endeavoured to 
hear me in Philadelphia, are so 
wicked, that a belief that sin, 
wickedness, and misery will not 
existin the future state would 
‘‘ save them many a pang,” is a 
plain indication that he does not 
understand the nature of the sub- 
ject on which he writes. I hope 
he will not be offended if I ven- 
ture to inguire a little concern- 
ing the nature of the spirit of 
opposition to the doctrine against 
which he contends. He may be 
assured, that there is nothing 
personal intended, as we are en- 
tirely unknown to each other. 1 
am induced to do this, because 
he has attempted to make an 
unfavoral:le impression on the 
minds of his readers, respecting 
the characters and dispositions 
of those who differ from him on 
the subject of our present discus- 
sion. Let us ask then, what this 
spirit is opposed tu? Answer; it 
is opposed to having sin end 
with this imperfect state. It is 
opposed to having every son and 
daughter of Adam born into the 
kingdom of divine light and im- 






































mortal love immediately after 
this mortal state ends. It is op- 
posed to the discontinuance of 
misery after this state of sorrow 
and affliction is no more. This 
spirit then must feel inclined to 
favour the continuance of sin 
hereafter; to favor also the con- 
tinuance of moral darkness and 
the protraction of misery beyond 
the resurrection. How long 
does this spirit desire the contin- 
uance of sin and misery? Here 
we stop, for we can see no limits. 
Is this the spirit which prays; 
“Father forgive them!” And does 
it in the very same breath ask, 
“dare any christian assert that 
the God of immaculate holiness 
will justify or acquit,” Sc. If Mr. 
T’. understood, that repentance 
and the remission of sins are both 
the gifts of the Prince and Savi- 
our, he would not make the for- 
mer a condition of the latter. 

As my opposer indicates, that 
Ideny the testimouy of Christ 
and his apostles, 1 here assure 
him, that iff do this, I do it ig- 
norantly ; and [I solemnly call on 
him to show me wherein I com- 
mit this wrong. He should con- 
sider, that his assertions prove 
nothing, and that I need evi- 
dence in order to be convinced. 
When he shall have proved, from 
the testimony of our blessed Sa- 
viour and his apostles, that after 
all that die in Adam are made 
alive in Christ, are raised in in- 
corruption, in power, in glory, in 
aspiritual body, and immortal, 
sin and misery will still be con- 
tinued, then will I ackowledge 
my errror, and lament the ever- 
lasting sin and misery of man. 

H. BALLOU, 


An Extract from a Letter, dated 
Elkton, 4th April, 1822. 
‘At our County Court, (Ce- 


cil County) now in session in 
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this place, a suit was at issue 
the day before yesterday, be- 
tween a.methodist preacher na- 
med John Miller, piantif, and 
Thomas Warburton, defendant. 
The Judges, were the honoura- 
able Richard VY. Earle, chiet 
judge, and the honourable Le- 
muel Purnell and Thomas Wor- 
rell, associates. Counsel for 
the plaintiff, Levin Gale and 
William Carmical, esquires, 
and for the defendant, Jeremiah 
Cosden and George B. Cosden, 
esquires. ‘The case was stated 
to the Jury, and the chief judge 
requested the counsel for the 
defence, to produce their testi- 
mony—a witness was then pre- 
duced who happened to be a 
universalist, named William 
Miller, but I believe no relation 
to the plaintiff. ‘This Mr. Mil- 
ler, was once a methodist prea- 
cher, and preached in that de- 
nomination twelve years; but 
left that society several years 
since. Just as he was going to 
be sworn, and give in his evi- 
dence, one of the counsel for 
the plaintiff (Gale) rose and ob- 
jected to Mr. Miller’s giving 
evidence in court at all, as he 
was instructed by his client 
(Miller,) to say that Mr. Miller 
did not believe in a state of fu- 
ture rewards and punishments. 
“© An infidel!” exclaimed Car- 
mical, the other counsel for 
the plaintiff. Upon which the 
progress of the cause was ar- 
rested; a considerable interest 
was excited in all the specta- 
tors; a consultation took place 
between the three judges, legal 
authorities were appealed to and 
read, and a witness named John 
A. Simpers, was produced by 
the plaintiff’s counsel to throw 
out of court Mr. Miller’s testi- 
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mony, Which was important, by 
invalidating his qualifications 
to testify, upon the grounds of 
his religious belief. Ail that 
this Simpers could swear, was, 
that Mr. Miller had publicly 
declared his belief that our Sa- 
viour died for all mankind ; that 
all mankind would be saved, 
and that he did not believe in a 
state of future rewards and 
punishments. The court having 
asked the witness if Mr. M. 
ever to his knowledge had deni- 
ed his belief in the existence of 
God, and he replied in the ne- 
gative; Mr. M. then obtained 
permission of the court to in- 
terrogate the witness. Mr. M. 
asked him if he (Mr. M.) so far 
_ from disbelieving the scriptures 
had not always appealed to them 
as the bulwark of his faith? 
The witness’ knowledge was 
such, that he was constrained 
to reply in the affirmative. So 
that Mr. M’s principles bright- 
ening so upon investigation, be- 
cause bottomed upon the truth, 
the chief judge immediately 
ordered the clerk of the court 
te proceed to swear him with- 
out further hesitation. Thus was 
an attempt overthrown, which, 
had it succeeded, might have 
gone to establish a precedent 
whereby universalists would 
have been, at least in this coun- 
ty, and, perhaps this state, in a 
measure disfranchised. Blush 
Coecil ! that the dark spirit of 
the ages of the reformation has 
risen to persecute you. How- 
ever, | am happy now, that 
matters have come to such a 
pass, ad that the issue is known 
as it eventuated in a triumph of 
what I conceive to be the light 
of truth over the darkness of 
bigotry amd knavery. It is 
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clear to me that God chose this 
occasion of giving so public a 
testimony to ** that light which 
is shining brighter and brighter 
unto the perfect day.” 1 was 
ai eye witness to the above 
proceeding, and am induced to 
be thus particular as to names 
and facts, lest, if you should 
think fit to publish it, it might 
excite a belief in some that it 
was a pious fraud or fabrication 
to answer some sinister end. If 
you should feel inclined to print 
it, you can except and alter 
what part of the form you please, 
and comment as you please.” 
REMARKS. 

We have not thought it ne- 
cessary to give the name of our 
correspondent, but itis a person 
with whom we are weil ac- 
quainted, and can have no doubt 
of the correctness of his state- 
ment. He adds in a postscript, 


| that he believes Mr. Miller’s 


(the witness,) standingin soci- 
ety “to be unimpeachable.” 
We have but few remarks to 
make on the above, as it needs 
no comment. It is to be pre- 
sumed, however, that the fra- 
mers of those constitutions 
which make a religious test 
necessary, as a qualification to 
any office of honour or profit, 
or admission to an oath, (if any 
constitution makes such a test 
necessary) did not mean to re- 
quire any religious test, not 
contained in the scriptures of 
divine truth. An acknowledge- 
ment, therefore, in the truth of 
the scriptures, and of all the 
punishments therein denounced, 
will come up fully to the sperié, 
if not to the /etter of the con- 
stitution. To suppose other- 
wise, would be implicitly charg- 
ing the framers of the consti- 









Curious Extract. 287 


tution with requiring areligious 
test, based on a creed of their 
own, and not on the word of 
Gol. Such a construction,* 
therefore, will not be admitted 
by any court of justice. 

No universalist, who under- 
stands his own system, wiil 
hesitaté to acknowledge his be- 
lief in future rewards and pun- 
ishments ; because all punish- 
ment, as well as reward, must 
be subsequent to the crime on 
which it is predicated, and on 
account of which it is inflicted ; 
hence all punishment in relation 
to the crime thus awarded is 
future. But when the question 
is asked a witness, or any other 
person, whether he believes in a 
punishment in another world, 
that is, in another state of ex's- 


tence, for crimes committed in - 


this, the persons making the 
inquiry ought to be able to 
show the law of God which re- 
quires such punishment, or else 
an answer to such a question 
cannot be legally demanded. 
We, therefore, conclude, that a 
firm belief in the scriptures, and 
the doctrine of rewards and 
punishments, as therien express- 
ed (leaving each individual the 
liberty of construing the scrip- 
tures according to his own un- 
derstanding) is all that any con. 
stitution can embrace as a reli- 
gious test. Whether truth is 
any better guarded by such a 
test, or by any religious test, 
than it would be without, is a 
question which we do not at 
present discuss. We will give 
it as our opinion, however, that 
to a person whose honour and 
conscience (let them be founded 
on what they may) are not a 
sufficient barrier against false- 


hood, the penalty which our own 








laws attach to perjury, (even 
without the solemnities of an 
oath, which generally consists 
merely in words without a sin- 
gle idea of solemnity reaching 
the heart) secures the truth bet- 
ter than any solemnity which 
could be attached to .an oath 
without the penalty of the law. 
And, generally speaking, (and 
perhaps always,) both the court 
and jury pay more attention to 
the manner in whichthe story 
is told, the consistency of one 
part with another, together with 
the general appearance, charac- 
ter, and standing of the witness; 
and from these circumstances 
make up their opinion in regard 
to the truth of the witness, ra- 
ther than from any solemnity 
attached to the oath. 

These remarks are not de- 
signed to lessen the solemnity 
which ever ought to be attached 
to an oath, (that is, if an oath 
ever ought to be taken) but only 
to speak of these things accord- 
ing to every day’s experience, 
which must be open to common 
observation. 


CURIOUS EXTRACT. 

(The following extract has been handed 
us as the language of bishop » ik 
relates to the difficulty with Mr. H—. 
We insert it as a curiosity. } 

I thot this business was over but 
am sorry itis not for indeed a very 
disagreeable business it is. In all 
countries ] travelled [never saw 
any thing like it, but one, and that 
wasin Ireland, in the place where 
I myself came from. It happened 
in atown called Drogheda, which 
I knew very well and indeed a pi- 
Ous town it was, for Religion was 
carried on there, as devoutly as in 
Dublin itself. It happened in the 
Diocesse of the Primate of all Ire 
land, to whom 1 was Vicar Gene- 
ral 24 years, and under whom I 
learned. 


































































































SELECTED 
Lines ly a Yeung Lady. 


Fer from the bustling world and noisy 
crowd; 

Far from the vain, the wealthy and the 
proud; 

Far from the midnight dance and foolish 
lay; 

Far fpom the thoughtless and the giddy gay; 

¥ar from the flatterer-whose breath would 
taint 

The spotless virtue of the brightest saint; 

Var from all these and many other foes 

‘To peace and quiet rest and soft repose 

Id Jive remote, nor should I wish to see 

‘Their sportive earol, or their festive glee; 

But in a humble, peaceful, quiet shade 

My little farm and lands should all be laid. 

A fittle dwelling, tidy, clean and neat, 

Should be erected near a country seat; 

With many shades and walks encompass’d 
round, 

Tfemlock and pine and maple should abound; 

Variety of flowers and other shrub, 

Which grow profusely in the neighboring 
wood, 

Should be transplanted round my little cell, 

Where peace and harmony should always 
dwell. 

Vd have ahusband, whose exemplary life 

Would hush contention and would silence 
strife; 

His reason all his actions should controul, 

His temper even, generous his soul; 

His aspect mild, as when the opening day 

Dispels the dark, and drives each cloud away ; 

Awake to pity’s call should he be found, 

And meekness, kindness, charity abound; 

‘Vhe law of God should be his chief delight, 

_ The only law that can direct him right. } 

‘To him,as to a father, I'd submit, 

‘Chis pleasant bondage would indeed be 

sweet. 

Our chief delight should be, to pray to him, 

Whose we both are, to keep us safe from sin; 

And would endeavour to direct our choice 

‘To endless bliss and everlasting joys; 

"That when our pilgrimage on earth shall end, 

We might together be prepared to spend 

A blest eternity with God above, 

And shout the praises of redeeming love. 





Hypocrisy Exposed. 


False Prophets—contrasted with St. Paul. 


fn sable robes with serious faces, 

They mount aloft to highest places; 

An hour or more employ theirtongues— 
Weary the throng ——exhau. t their lungs. 
<‘Bring forth your worldly wealth;’ they ery, 
‘¢And barter for the joys on high! 

Treasure bestow with liberal hands, 

‘To save the souls in heathen lands. 

Support our Missionary plan; 

Reverend divines this scheme began, 


Asortip. 








But all must fail if you witishold 
The needful silver and the cold. 
Does Christ his piereed hands exten:’. 
And plead for aid? His.eause befriend! + 
Your choisest idol, gold, resign, 
For heavenly weelth, and bliss dlvine'™ 
‘*} seek not yours, but you” said Paul, 
“Freely I preach to great and small; 
Silver and gold I do not erave, 
But all the world I long to save. 
These hands my earthly wants suppl: 
My cvown of glory waits on high.  ~ 
As thus I follow Christ my Lord, 
Walk in my steps with one accord.” 
IMPROVEMENT. 

Beware of Prophets false and greedy; 
Those ravening wolves who rob the needy— 
Who seek pre-emminent to shine, ; 
And dare assume titles divine! 
Disguised like sheep, they seize their prey: 
The wretched flock are borne away, , 
Deceiv’d and fleee’a by selfish men, 
Whose godliness is worldly gain.+ 
Tis by the fruit the trees we know; 
No grapes, nor figs on brambles grow: 
Though long and loud in formal prayer, 
‘Their fruits designate who they are. 
*Tis not by money, might or power, 
Hirelings who sermonize their hour— 
Nor all the men-made priests combin’d, 
Can renovate the eternal mind, 
The grace and power of God alone, 
Can melt and win our hearts of stone, 
And save the world from sin and guilt— 
Kmploy O Lord whoe’ere thou wilt. 
Ye whom the Lord hath sent to preach 
His great salvation, we beseech, 
Like Paul make Christ your trust & guide, 
And all your wants will be suppli’d. 

S. PETER. 


Domestic Biiss. 


“The Camp may have its fame the court 
its glare, 

The Theatre its wit, the board its mirth: 

But ther’s a calm, a quiet heaven, where 

Bliss flies for shelter—the domestic hearth! 

If this be comfortless, if this be drear, 

It needs not hope to find a haunt on earth: 

Else where we may be careless, gay caress’d, 

jut here, and only here, we ean be biest. 
O, sensless, soulless, worse than both were 
: he, 

Who slighting all the heart should hoard 
with pride, 

Could waste his nights in losel revelry 

And leave his bosom’s partner to abide 

The anguish women feel who love and sce 

Themselves deserted, and their hopes Cce- 
stroyed, 

Some doating one, perhaps who hides her 
tears, 

And struggles at a smile when he appears.” 





+The New-Jerscy Seminary for manufac- 
turing Presbyterian Ministers,—in their 
public address, audaciously represent Christ 
as holding out his pierced hands, and asking 
for money to support their schemes. 

¥1 ‘Tim, vi. 5. 





